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Commissioner for Patents 

The supplemental appeal brief filed on 12 March 2009 is defective for the following reason(s): Reference characters/drawings not 
properly referenced for the elements in the claims. The summary of the claim must serve map the claimed structure to the specifiation 
and drawings so that the Board my quickly reference the specification and drawings for adequate support and interpretation of the 
claim. That is every claimed structure, such as the "free bore section", "shoulder section", etc must be mapped to the specfication and 
drawings. Currently the summary is more directed to a summary of the invention and NOT the claimed subject matter. 

Also, as noted previously, there are no amendments after final on this case. However applicant should indicate that the affidavits were 
entered in the advisory action. 

The "Response to the Objection of the Specification" is a petitionable matter and not a proper issue before the Board. 

The double patenting rejection is not listed as a ground of rejection to be reviewed upon appeal. 

The time period for response continues to run from the mailing date of the last Notice of Defective Appeal Brief 
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